M:E Metcalf & Eddy

An Air & Water Technologies Company

December 2, 1991

Mr. Mike Valentino

RCRA Activities Branch

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Mail Stop HRE-8J

77 West Jackson

Chicago, IL 60604

RE: Stanley Tools Site Visit
Work Assignment No. R05011
November 14, 1991

Dear Mr. Valentino:

Attached please find a summary and photographs of the site visit to the
Stanley Tools Facility on November 14, 1991. The site visit was conducted by
Dames & Moore and a Stanley Tools representative. W.S. EPA, MDNR, and Metcalf
& Eddy personnel were also present.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at (614) 890-5501.
Sincerely,

METCALF & EDDY, INC.

Christopher L. Bowers, P.E.

Contractor Project Manager

CLB/sac

Enclosure

Recyciad Paper

2800 Corporate Exchange Drive, Suite 250, Columbus, OH 43231
614-890-5501  FAX 614-890-7421 .




Stanley Toels Site Visit

Personnel on-site were:

Name Affiliation
Mike Valentino U.S. EPA
David Slayton MDNR
Christopher Bowers M&E

Todd Aebie M&E

Karl VanKeuren Dames & Moore
William Guerrera Stanley Tools

The site visit was conductied at the Stanley Tocls Facility in Fowlerville, MI
on November 14, 1991. The site visit began approximately 11:30 a.m. and ended
at approximately 1:00 p.m. The site visit was conducted by Karl VanKeuren of
Dames & Moore and by Wiiliam Guerrara of Stanley Tools. The site visit was
conducted by walking from solid waste management unit (SWMU) to unit to
familiarize everyone with the site. At each unit, Dames & Moore explained the
history, and work completed on it and answered questions. Mr. David Stayton,
MDNR was very helpful in expiaining the site since he has been involved with
the facility for the last 7 years.

Unit A was the first SWMU visited. The unit is square and approximately 100’
by 125" 1in size. The unit has been excavated and contains water, which is
stated to be ground water, as the Tevel fluctuates with ground water levels in
nearby wells. Unit A had vegetation on the banks and growth of vegetation in
the lagoon itself. No visible contamination was noted. Along the southern
side of Unit A is SWMU E. This SWMU is partially covered by Unit A. Unit E
is monitored by wells which also moniter Unit A. Additional work needs toc be

performed to verify clean closure of this unit. Waste may remain below the
depth excavated.
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The plant’s former outfall and stream gauge were viewed. Dames & Moore has
used this area for surface water and sediment sampling. Also, general

sediment and surface water sample Tocations for the Red Cedar River were
identified.

Unit F was visited next. The unit contains gross contamination as green
sludge was visible. The oblong shaped berms were made up of the sludge and
the surrounding soil. The unit is located next to the Red Cedar River and
greenish sludge is present between the berms and the river’s banks. Unit F
has monitoring wells along the western side, between it and the river, to
monitor ground water.

Unit J, the former Wastewater Treatment Plant is located in the center of the
site. The tireatment plant has been c?eahed and material removed, but an
insufficient amount of investigation has been done to characterize this unit.
Additional work is needed near the cyanide tanks (which contain rain and
possible wash water) on the southern portion of the treatment plant. Clean
closure of this unit requires further work to confirm conditions.

Units B & C, Tocated on the southwestern portion of the property, are old
effluent and kerosene settling ponds. These areas have been backfilled and
are covered with sporadic vegetation. The boundaries of the twe units are not

fully defined, and the area shows signs of vrepeated excavation and
backfilling.

Units K & L had underground storage tanks of fuel oil. these tanks have been
removed, and the areas backfilled. No visible contamination is present at
these sites.

Unit G is Tocated north of the Stanley Plant and it received sludge which was
"Chem-fixed." The unit has greenish sludge remaining. No prominent berms are
visible, but the area has been slightly excavated to handle the sludge.
Studge is visible as mounded areas located in the unit.
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Unit H is a sludge spill area between unit A and unit 6. The size is
approximately 10’ x 10’ and the greenish sludge is vwvisible. The spili
occurred while transferring sludge from Unit A to Unit G.

Unit I is the southern drainage ditch between the Stanley Property and the
railroad right-of-way. Unit I was a point of effluent discharge for the
facility. Greenish sludge is visible in the drainage ditch. Presently, the
drainage ditch is overgrown with vegetation. In the past, samples were
collected from the ditch to characterize any contamination present.

The site visit was very beneficial in understanding the facilities processes,
past disposal practices and in determining the appropriate means of conducting
the RFI work. Metcalf & Eddy took site photographs of the units to detail the
site for future reference. The photographs and a brief description are
included in the photolog, Exhibit A.
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EXHIBIT A

PHOTOLOG



PHOTOGRAPH 1:

PHOTOGRAPH _2:

Stanley Tools
Unit A (looking Northerly)

Stanley Tools
Unit A (looking Northerly)



PHOTOGRAPH 3:

PHOTOGRAPH 4:

Stanley Tools
Unit A (looking Northerly)

Stanley Tools
Unit A (looking Northeasterly)



PHOTOGRAPH 5: Stanley Tools
Southeast Berm of Unit A
(Tooking Easterly)

PHOTOGRAPH _6: Stanley Tools
Staff Guage at Red Cedar River
At effluent discharge location
(Tooking Westerly)



PHOTOGRAPH _7: Stanley Tools
Red Cedar River
Looking downstream (northerly) from railroad
bridge
Note Stanley Wastewater Plant in background

PHOTOGRAPH 8: Stanley Tools
Unit F (Tooking Northerly)



PHOTOGRAPH _9: Stanley Tools
Unit F (Tooking Northerly)

PHOTOGRAPH 10: Stanley Tools
Unit A (Tooking Easterly)
Note the Stanley Plant in background



PHOTOGRAPH 11: Stanley Tools
Unit B Wells MW-B1 and MW-B2
Suspected Tocation of buried drums

PHOTOGRAPH 12: Stanley Tools
Unit J
Wastewater Treatment Plant
(Tooking Northerly)



PHOTOGRAPH _13:

PHOTOGRAPH _14:

Stanley Tools

Unit J

Wastewater Treatment Plant
(Tooking Northerly)

Stanley Tools

Unit K

Former Underground Tank Area
(Tooking Westerly)
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PHOTOGRAPH__15: Stanley Tools
Southern Portion of the Plant
(1ooking Easterly)

PHOTOGRAPH _16: Stanley Tools
Southeast corner of the Plant
(Tooking Northerly)



PHOTOGRAPH 17:

PHOTOGRAPH 18:

Stanley Tools
Plant Entrance and Parking Lot
(Tooking Southwesterly)

Stanley Tools
Unit G - Well MW-G4
(Tooking Westerly)



PHOTOGRAPH _19: Stanley Tools
Unit G (looking Northeasterly)
Note greenish sludge pile in Teft center

PHOTOGRAPH 20: Stanley Tools
Northern Drainage Ditch
(Tooking Westerly)
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PHOTOGRAPH 21: Stanley Tools
Storm Sewer Outfall in Northern Drainage Ditch
(Tooking Easterly)
Ditch from Unit G enters from North at this
point

PHOTOGRAPH _22: Stanley Tools
Unit H (Tooking Northerly)
Note greenish sludge in center
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PHOTOGRAPH 23: Stanley Tools

Site View, Unit A, Wasterwater Plant
(Tooking Southerly)

PHOTOGRAPH 24 : Stanley Tools

Site View, Unit A, Wastewater Plant
(Tooking Southeasterly)
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GENERAL INFORMATION

Facility LD. Number: MID 099 124 299

Facility Name: Stanley Tools, Div. of the Stanlev Works
Facility Contact (Name and Title): Albert Stock, Plant Engineer
Facility Contact (Phone): 517/223-9154

Facility Mailing Address:

{Street) 425 Frank Street
{City) Fowlerville
(State) Michigan (Zip) 488346

Facility Location:

(Street) 425 Frank Street

{City) Fowlerville

{County) . Livingston

(State) Michigan (Zip) 48836
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Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

SUMMARY REPORT

Facility Name: Stanlev Tools. Div, of the Stanlev Works

PART A APPLICATION STATUS

Submitted Yes [:] No
Additions [ ] Yes No
Deletions Yes E:] No

3007 US. EPA REQUEST LETTER

Received Yes D No
Response Yes [__—[ No

LOIS CERTIFICATION

bl
2
o

Submitted Yes

CLOSURE PLAN

(Place number of waste management units in the appropriate box)

Submitted Yes l::l No
Approved Yes I: No
Implemented Yes E:] No
Certified Closure - D Yes No

C-1



Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

SUMMARY REPORT (Continued)

CURRENT RCRA ACTIVITIES

Waste Generator

[:‘ Yes [EI No
Waste Storage D Yes No
Waste Land Disposal E:l Yes No
Waste Transporter [::] Yes No
Land-Based Waste E—_—l Yes No
Treatment
Waste Treatment [:1 Yes No

other than Land
Disposal

Additional Remarks:
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Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

NOTES. OTHER OBSERVATIONS AND REFCOMMENDATIONS

The plant’s production or manufacturing facilities have been shut down.

Stanlev laid off all the production workers as of February 15 1986, and the

remaining emplovees are involved in the details of closing the plant. At the

time of the inspection. the factorv was almost empty and very little production

eguipment was observed, The wastewater treatment plant was also shut down and,

according to Mr., Albert Stock. the facilitv is planning to remove some of this

equipment before the facility is sold,

The surface impoundments that were used in the wastewater treatment process

scheme are beine closed as RCRA waste manasement units. The closure plan has

been submitted and was approved bv US. EPA on September 27 1985 (R-5),

In response to the 1.OIS inspection. Ms, Delig M. Christensen of Stanley -

Works wrote to US. EPA on April 14 1986 stating that the surface

impoundments went into closure on October 7 (R(7)). She further stated that

Mr. Richard Traub of U.S EPA Reeion 5 informed Stanlev Works that

it did not have to respond to the 3007 letter regarding the LOIS

certification. since the facilitv’s regulated units were alreadyv in closure.




Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

LIST OF SITE CONTACTS

Name Title

Albert Stock Plant Engincer

Chief Chemist, Env. Science
Delip Christensen for Stanlevy Works

E-1

Telephone

517/223-9154

203/225-5111
ext. 5211
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Site ID Number MID 099 124 259

LIST OF SITE DOCUMENTS

Title Part A Application

Author Richard Krug, Stanlev Tools

Date November 9, 1984 Number of Pages 7

Title Letter to Edith Ardiente, UU.S. FPA, Re: GW_Assessment Report

Author Alan Howard. Michigan DNR

Date March 25 1985 Number of Pages 4

Title Request for Public Comments Regarding Solid Waste Management and

Related Environmental Releases

Author U.S. EPA Resgion 5

Date September 11, 1985 Number of Pages __1

Title Letter to Albert Stock, Stanlev Tools. Re: U.S. EPA Warning

Author William Muno. US. FPA Region 5

Date September 18, 1985 Number of Pages 3

Title Letter to Delia Christensen, Stanlev Tools, Re: Closure Plan

Author Basil Constantelos, US EPA Reegion 5

Date September 27, 1985 Number of Pages 2




Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

LIST OF SITE BOCUMENTS

Title T.etter to William Mung, US, EPA Re: Letter of Warning

Author Delia Christensen, The Stanlev Works

Date October 18, 1985 MNumber of Pages 3

Title Letter to U.S. EPA. Re: 1.OIS Notification

Author Delia Christensen. The Stanlev Works

Date April 14, 1686 Number of Pages I

Title

Author

Date Number of Pages

Title

Author

Date Number of Pages

. Title

Author

Date Number of Pages
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Site ID Number MID 099 124 299

LIST OF INSPECTED WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS

US EPA
Process
Code/Unit Field Cbservations
1. Surface Impoundments According to Albert Stock, the

closure plan is being imple-

mented and the storage lagoon

earthen divider walls described

in_the Part A application have

been removed. At the time of

inspection. the impoundment was

filled with rain water and runoff.

The site is inactive with

recards to RCRA activity, and

the facility is in the process

of closing the site.




CODES FOR COMPLETING QUESTIONNAIRE

INSTRUCTIONS:

All guestions must be answered with at least one of the codes listed below.

Questions answered with an "I" (insufficient information) require further

explanation. In these cases, or whenever additional information needs to be

reported, write notes in the "Remarks” area provided at the bottom of each
guestionnaire page or on a separate sheet of paper (extra sheets of paper should be
numbered and inserted into the work sheets using the number of the preceding page and
a lower case letter -- for example, p. H-5a). Also note that when parentheses are

used around a blank, the information should be filled in before the interview.

Codes for Answering

Questions Usasge

Y Yes

N No

NA Qucstior; not applicable

I Insufficient information; need explanation
Process Codes Usage

501 Container storage )

502 Tank storage

503 Waste pile storage

S04 Surface impoundment storage

D79 Injection well disposal

D80 Landfill disposal

DR1 Land application disposal

D83 ' Surface impoundment disposal

TO1 Tank treatment

T02 Surface impoundment treatment



Process Codes Usape

T33 Incineration

T04 Other physical, chemical, thermal, or
biological treatment processes not using
tanks, surface impoundments, or

incinerators
Closure
Status Code Usage

CPS Closure Plan has been submitted (obtain
a copy of the plan or transmittal letter)

CPA Closure Plan has been examined and approved
by the responsible agency (obtain a copy of
the approval letter)

CPI Approved Closure Plan submitted to the EPA i3
now being implemented '

cC The faciliiy has completed closure in a

manner acceptable to the responsible agency
and in accordance with the Closure Plan
{obtain a copy of the certification letter)

Note: Anytime a closure status code is used, a verification code is required.

Verification Code Usage
F Verified by field inspection
R{#) Verified by review of a document; use List of

Documents (sece p.F-1) to supply document
number in parentheses

I(#) Verified by interview:; use List of Site

Contacts (see p.E-1) to supply interviewee
number in parentheses

Example No. 1: Y. R(2); the answer to the question is affirmative and was
verified by reviewing site document number 2,

Example No. 2: N. I{1); the answer to the question is negative and was verified
by interviewee number 1.
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PRC Inspector(s), John Oster and Shin Ahn

RCRA Site LD, MID 085 124 2099

Inspection Date: March 235, 1986

INSPECTION QUESTIONNAIRE

1)

2)

3)

Is this facility presently owned or operated
by (owner-Stanlev Tools. Div. of the Staniev Works/operator-Same

ANSWER AND

Yes - Skip to guestion 3.

No - Write the name of the present owner below and
continue to the next guestion.

Name of the present owner

Was a revised Part A application sent to the U.S. EPA 90 days
prior to the change of ownership/operator?

Yes - In the space provided below, write the name of the
person who signed the Part A owner/operator certification
and the date signed (this information is found on page(s)
4 of 5 of the application).
Skip to question 4.

WNo - Skip to question 4.

Owner Certification was signed by

on - - .

Operator Certification was signed by

on ot - .

Is the most recent Part A application in your possession certified
by {(_ Richard F. Krug ) and signed on (11/9/84 )7

Yes - Coatinue to the next question.

No - In the space provided below, write the name of the person
who certified the most recent Part A and the date signed.
Obtain a copy of the most recent Part A, then continue to
the next guestion.

Owner Certification was signed by

VERIFICATION
CODE
Y. I (1)
)7
NA
Y. 101

on __-__ -

Operator Certification was signed by

on - - .



PRC Inspector(s). John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site LD, MID 09% 124 29%
Inspection Date: March 25, 15986

4) Is hazardous waste presently generated, disposed of, stored, N.T(1
treated, or received at this facility?

Yes - Continue to next guestion.

No - In the space provided below, list the status of any closed
hazardous waste operations, obtain a copy of all pertinent
closure documents, and visit the closed units; then skip to
question 1é&.

U.S.EFA
General Description Process Closure
of Unit Process Code Status

Surface Impoundments (804) CPI, R{5)
(—)
(—
(G-
(— )

Remarks: Plant manufacturing operations were shut down as of Februarv 15, 1986.

Closure plan implementation began on October 7, 1985, and was not compieted as

of March 25. 1986, Reference Document No. 5 for Closure Plap approval from the

1JS. EPA. and the PRC field observation_ (on page G-1) document partial

implementation of the c¢losure plagn.




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site 1D MID (96 124 799
Inspection Date: March 25 1986

5) Does this facility have any inactive landfills, surface NA
impoundments, waste piles, or land treatment sites?

Yes - In the space provided below, list the status of
any inactive hazardous waste operation, obtain a
copy of all pertinent closure documents, and visit
the closed units.

No - Continue to the next guestion.

USEPA
General Description Process Closure
of Unit Process Code Status

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site 1L.D. MID 099 124 269
Inspection Date: March 25, 1986

6)

7)

Is hazardous waste being generated at this facility? NA
Yes - Continue to the next question.

No - Continue to the next question.

Remarks:

In the past, was hazardous waste other than those listed in NA
Question No. 6 generated at this facility?

Yes - Continue to next question,

No - Continue to next question

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Abn

RCRA Site LD, MID 090 124 259

Inspection Drate: March 25, 1984

8)

Is hazardous waste being stored in surface impoundments {(S04)
or waste piles (803) at this facility?

Yes ~ In the space provided below, list storage unit currently
being used and EPA process codes; centinue to the next

question.

No - Continue to the next question.

General Description of EPA
Waste Storage Unit Process Code
Remarks:

NA




PRC Inspector(s); John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site LD, MID 099 124 299
Inspection Date: March 25, 1986

9 In the past, was hazardous waste stored in surface NA
impoundments (S04} or waste piles (S03) other than those
listed in Question No. § at this facility?

Yes - In the space provided below, list inactive storage
waste units, EPA process codes, and closure status.
Obtain pertinent closure documents and inspect storage
units. Continue to the nexti gquestion.

Ng - Continue to the next gquestion,

U.S.EPA
General Description of Process - Closure
Waste Storage Unit Code Status

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s); John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site L. MID 096 124 296
Inspecticn Date: March 25, 1986

10} Is hazardous waste being treated in surface impoundments {T02) NA
at this facility?

Yes - In the space provided below, list the active surface
impoundments and indicate whether or not the end product
is considered hazardous by the facility. Continue to
the next guestion.

No - Continue to the next question.

Active Impoundments Hazardous EFnd Product
(Yes or No)
Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): Yohn Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site L. MID 099 124 299
Inspection Date: March 23 1586

11) In the past, was hazardous waste treated in surface NA
impoundments {(T02) at this facility other than those
listed in Question No. 107

Yes - Complete the information requested below; list the inactive
surface impoundments and indicate whether or not the end product
is considered hazardous by the facility; obtain pertinent
closure documents; and inspect the closed units.
Continue to next question.

No - Continue to next question.

Inactive Impoundments Hazardous End Product Closure Status
(Yes or No)

Remarks:

H-10



PRC Inspector(s) John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site LD, MID 089 124 299
Inspection Date: March 25 1986

12) Are hazardous wastes being shipped from this site? NA

Yes - Complete the information requested below; obtain
a copy of the first manifest after the closure of the
land-based waste management unit(s) (if available);
skip to guestion 14,

No - Continue to the next guestion.

First Manifest
Tvpe of Wastes Shipping Date Availability
{Yes or No)

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Abn RCRA Site 1D, MID 099 124 290
Inspection Date: March 25 1986

13) In the past, was hazardous waste other than those listed NA
in Question No. 12 shipped from this site?

Yes - Complete the information requested below; obtain a
copy of the first manifest after closure of the land-based
waste management unit(s) and the last manifest (if available);
and continue to the next question.

No - Continue to the next question.

First Last Manifest
Tvpe of Wastes Shipping Date Shipping Date Availability
{Yes or No)

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site 1.D. MID 099 124 299
Inspection Date: March 25, 1586

14) Is hazardous waste being disposed of in landfills (D30), NA

disposed of in surface impoundments (D83), or being land
applied (D81) at this facility?

Yes - In the space provided below, list the active disposal units
and EPA process code: continue to the next question,

No - Continue to the next guestion.

U.S. EPA
Active Disposal Units Process Code

Remarks:




PRC Inspector(s): John Oster and Shin Ahn

RCRA Site I1.D. MID 099 124 299

Inspection Date: March 25 1986

16} Did this facility submit a Part B application? Y
Yes - Continue to Next Question
No - Continue to Next Question
17) 1s this facility aware of the loss of interim status e
(L.OIS) provision?
Yes - Skip to question 20.
Mo - Briefly explain what the LOIS provision provides and
how it applies to this facility, then continue to the
next question.
18) Did this facility receive a 3007 request letter from the U.S. EPA? Y
{(Show an example of the request letter)
Yes - Continue to the next question.
MNo - No more guestions
19) Did this facility respond to this request letter? Y
Yes - Obtain a copy of the response. No more questions.
No - No more questions.
20} Did this facility submit a LOIS certification? N
Yes - Obtain a copy of the certification and transmitial
letters, no more questions required.
No - Back up to guestion 18.
Remarks: _On March 25, 1986, John Oster from PRC phoned Drelia Christensen to

obtain answers for guestions 16 through 20. Mrs. Christensen said that she had

1

I

I

1

I

2

2

2

2

2

responded to the 3007 letter: however shé could not locate a _copnv. of the letter,

Because she could not locate the letter. she wrote another reponse letter to U.S,

response letter to 1J.S. EPA on April 14,1986 (R(7).




PRC Inspector(s) John Oster and Shin Ahn RCRA Site 1L.D. MID (%% 124 299
inspection Date; March 25, 1986

15) In the past, was hazardous waste land applied (D81) or disposed of NA

in landfills (D80), or in surface impoundments {583), other than
those listed in Question No. 14, at this facility?

Yes - In the space below, list the inactive (closed) disposal
units, U.S. EPA process codes and closure status. Obtain
pertinent closure documenis and inspect the closed units;
continue to the next guestion,

No - Continue to the next question.

U.S. EPA
Inactive Disposal Units Process Code Closure Status

Remarks:




STATE OF MICHIGAN
S

]
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NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION
THOMAS J. ANDERSON

MARLENE J. FLUHARTY ‘..ﬂ_.}-
STEPHEN V. MONSMA
STEWART MYERS JAMES J. BLANCHARD, Governor
RAYMOND POUPORE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
STEVENS T. MASON BUILDING
BOX 30028

LANSING, Mi 48909

RONALD ©. SKOOG, Director

October 17, 1985

Edith M. Ardiente, P.E.

Chief, Technical Services Section
U.S. EPA Region 5, 5HS-13

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinios 60604

Re: Stanley Tools
MID 099 124 299

Dear Ms. Ardiente:

As per our co-operative agreement I have completed a Facility Management
Plan for the above referenced facility. Attached is the FMP,

If you have any questions concerning this matter please contact me.

Sincerely,

Ak :
U VER LY _ James D. Roberts
% Y‘\. \“J \-) Environmental Engineer
n %_}@ Technical Services Section
, 9%5 Hazardous Waste Division
c11h Ll 517/373-2730
0 R
ASTE ST
0 “J$€k Euﬁﬁ\
s B
Attachment

ce: K. Burda/CS&E File
J. Bohunsky/L. Vahovick, HWD
M. Murphy, U.S. EPA Region 5
R. Traub, U.S. EPA Region 5

R1026
5/85 i T
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Facility Management Plan
Stanley Tools
MID 099 124 299

A Part A application was received by the U.S. EPA on June 9, 1981, after
Stanley Works purchased the facility from Hoover Universal.

The company is a major manufacturer of builders' hardware, hand tools and
fabricated metal products. The facility is now a unit within the Hand
Tools Division involved in the fabrication, finishing and plating of zinc
die casings. Waste streams generated at the site are F006, F007, F009,
D007 and D0O02. Wastewaters are treated on site and discharged to the Red
Cedar River through a NPDES permit.

The Part B for the company was due on July 15, 1984. An extension for
submitting information on the structural integrity of the dikes and
impoundments was granted until September 28, 1984. A notice of deficien-
cy was sent to company on September 13, 1984, A notice of deficiency was
sent to the company on December 5, 1984, for the information on the dike
and impoundment structural integrity. The company has withdrawn its Part
B application and will be going through closure in lieu of a Part B.

EPA "Corrective Action Requirements for 1984 RCRA Amendments" letter was
sent to Stanley Tools on April 23, 1985. This letter is for certifica-
tion of prior releases. The company submitted the checklist on May 13,
1985, with the remainder of the form promised to be submitted May 24,
1985. To date the MDNR has not received the additional information.

Environmental Significance

The facility is located in a rural community along the Red Cedar River.

During February of 1985 Stanley Tools submitted a Groundwater Assessment
Report to the U.S. EPA and MDNR. The report was reviewed by Dave
Slayton, of the MDNR, and was found to be very inadequate. The deficien- _
cies were noted in a letter to the EPA dated March 25, 1985.
Subsequently the EPA sent the company a letter of warning concerning the
Groundwater Assessment Report on September 18, 1985. The facility must
address the deficiencies within 30 days.

Based on inspections and information submitted by the company there are
four areas of concern. They are as follows:

s O The company currently operates four unlined settling lagoons which
contain metal hydroxide sludges from their current industrial
activities. The lagoons, which are in series, are the settling
process area after the wastes have gone through pretreatment. The
final effluent is released to the Red Cedar River through a NPDES
permitted outfall. The company is in the process of going through
closure for these lagoons.
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—= have been removed or to determine the extent of contamination.

2. Prior to the existing lagoons the facility operated 4 unlined
settling lagoons on site. The contaminated soils have been
excavated and removed from the site but groundwater monitoring has
shown contamination of the facility by heavy metals. A remedial
action plan for cleaning up the groundwater must be designed and
implemented.

3. Sludges from the old settling lagoons were treated by a chem-fix
process (sludges were treated to a solid state) and placed on-site.
In his September 26, 1985 memo, Leroy Vahovick stated that the
chem-fix site on the northew most location (near observation well
17) has been removed but another location near the Red Cedar River
has not. Since nothing in our files exists that states either area
has been cleaned, an assessment should be made as to the amount of
chem-fix material at the facility and what remedial actions should
be conducted.

4.,  According to the September 26, 1985 memo by Leroy Vahovick, he
states that on September 16, 1985 he observed a metal hydroxide
sludge pile outside of the present lagoon fence line. Apparently
this has been there for several years and should be removed of and
disposed at a properly licensed facility.

-

Comments and Concerns

Most of the concerns from the MDNR can be answered by a properly conduct-
ed groundwater and site assessment program. Groundwater contamination
has been documented at the site and the company should be designing a
remedial action program, including monitoring wells at all existing and
closed land disposal units, for the all releases to the soil and ground-
water. Soil borings should be conducted at all of the chem=fix, sludge
pile, and old lagoon sites to ensure that the wastes/contaminated soils

The assessment and remedial action program can be implemented through the
corrective action procedures of the RCRA 1984 amendments concerning prior.
releases. The company is presently going through closure of the existing
lagoons and the the corrective actions for the prior releases may be
appropriate to address at the same time.



MICHIG | DEPARTMENT OF NATURALF OURCES

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

September 26, 1985

TO: James Roberts, Technical Services Section, Hazardous Waste Division

FROM: Leroy Vahovick, Lansing District, Hazardous Waste Division Fﬁ%}i
SUBJECT: Facility Management Plan For Stanley Works, Stamley Tool Division

A review of current Hazardous Waste Division files, along with District
Groundwater and Surface Water files, has revealed that past Industrial Waste
Management practices at this facility have caused Groundwater contamination.

Four different areas were found to exist, that need further attention. These
areas are rather well documented on the site map, as well as in reports by EPA,
DNR and Company documents, See attached map and EPA report la and 1b.

3

1. The existing settling pond contains metal hydroxide sludges from
their present industrial activities. These sludges are the
result of the pretreatment of the industrial waste waters. The
final effluent from these settling lagoons is discharged to the
Red Cedar River under the NPDES Permit MI0003727. The Company
is in the process of letting bids, for the removal of. the sludge
that is presently in the lagoons and for the closure of these
lagoons.,

-

This closure should be carefully monitored by our
staff.

2. The four old settling ponds (shown on the site map) were in
existence prior to the construction of the existing settling
ponds. The old ponds were not lined and analysis of the ground-
water within the site boundaries have shown heavy metal contami-
nation. The contaminated soils from the old settling ponds have
been excavated and removed from the site. However, the potential
for soil and groundwater contamination in this area does exist,
because of uses made of the area in the past.

The monitoring of wells situated near the old settling ponds
should be carefully watched by the groundwater people and their
recommendations carefully followed, should purging of these areas
be needed.




Page Two
September 26, 1985
James Roberts

3. Two locations exist, where sludges from the old settling ponds
were treated by a chem fix process, whereby the metal hydroxide
sludges were rendered a solid material and placed on the Company
property. (see site map) The sludges that were placed in the
northern most location, has been removed {(near well 17}, The
other location situated west of the existing settling ponds and
east of the Red Cedar River, appears to have an undetermined
quantity of this material stored there.

The sludge that remains in the location near the Red Cedar River,
must be removed and both locations carefully monitored for ground-
water contamination,

4, On September 16, 1985, I observed metal hydroxide sludge outside
of the fence that surrounds the existing settling ponds (north of
northeast corner 50 ft.). This sludge has been allowed to remain
in this area for several years.

This material must be removed and the groundwaters monitored.

Recommendations For This Site

A program must be developed by this Company, that address each of the areas
discussed in this report. Groundwater contamination has been established and
is well documented at this site.  See 1d, le, 1f, 1g, 1h, 1i, 1j, 1k and 11
supporting documents.
Suggested Course of Acticn:

1. DNR staff determines the course of action to resolve this matter.

2. Have a meeting with industry and convey the suggested course of

action necessary to cleanup this site.

1V/ms

Attachments



MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION

September 26, 1985

TO: James Roberts, Technical Services Section, Hazardous Waste Division

o

o

FROM: Leroy Vahovick, Lansing District, Hazardous Waste Division Fii?j

SUBJECT: Facility Management Plan For Stanley Works, Stanley Tool Division

A review of current Hazardous Waste Division files, along with District
Groundwater and Surface Water files, has revealed that past Industrial Waste
Management practices at this facility have caused Groundwater contamination.

Four different areas were found to exist, that need further attention. These
areas are rather well documented on the site map, as well as in reports by EPA,
DNR and Company documents. See attached map and EPA report la and 1b.

]

1. The existing settling pond contains metal hydroxide sludges from
their present industrial activities:. These sludges are the
result of the pretreatment of the industrial waste waters. The
final effluent from these settling lagoons is discharged to the
Red Cedar River under the NPDES Permit MIO003727. The Company
is in the process of letting bids, for the removal of the sludge
that is presently in the lagoons and for the closure of these
lagoons.,

—_—

This closure should be carefully monitored by our
staff,

2. The four old settling ponds (shown on the site map) were in
existence prior to the construction of the existing settling
ponds. The old ponds were not lined and analysis of the ground-
water within the site boundaries have shown heavy metal contami-
nation, The contaminated soils from the old settling ponds have
been excavated and removed from the site, However, the potential
for soil and groundwater contamination in this area does exist,
because of uses made of the area in the past.

The monitoring of wells situated near the old settling ponds
should be carefully watched by the groundwater people and their
recommendations carefully followed, should purging of these areas
be needed.




Page Two
September 26, 1985
James Roberts

3. Two locations exist, where sludges from the old settling ponds
were treated by a chem fix process, whereby the metal hydroxide
sludges were rendered a solid material and placed on the Company
property. (see site map) The sludges that were placed in the
northern most location, has been removed (near well 17). The
other location situated west of the existing settliing ponds and
east of the Red Cedar River, appears to have an undetermined
quantity of this material stored there.

The sludge that remains in the location near the Red Cedar River,
must be removed and both locations carefully monitored for ground-
water contamination.

4, On September 16, 1985, I observed metal hydroxide sludge ocutside
of the fence that surrounds the existing settling ponds (north of
northeast corner 50 ft.). This sludge has been allowed to remain
in this area for several years.

This material must be removed and the groundwaters monitored.

Recommendations For This Site

A program must be developed by this Company, that address each of the areas
discussed in this report. Groundwater contamination has been established and
is well documented at this site. See 1d, le, 1f, 1g, lh, 1i, 1j, 1k and 11
supporting documents.
Suggested Course of Action:

1. DNR staff determines the course of action to resolve this matter.

2. Have a meeting with industry and convey the suggested course of

action necessary to cleanup this site,

LV /ms

Attachments
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"(D"ate'ﬁ? IFaTL: oyo/c
’ Attachment 20
Narmof Preparer: /r’\,ry’ L o i e 5

Date: /O/rﬂ S

4

Model Facility Managenent Plan

i. Pacility Name: 750/ v swovAT A s Ponld Dlv

2. Facility I.D. Nurber: 477 o P2 /7« .r°w

3. Owner and/or Operator: Siau/ey sisrAs Tntley Tees &

4. Facility Location: #2¢7 Zvags- <&,
Street Address

Fogw e vuite A2 FYTIC
- Ciwy County State Zip Code

5. Facility Telephone (if available): ($/7) 2237 -F/ 4w

6. Interim Status or Permitted Hazardous Waste Units and
Capacities of Each Unit:
Tﬂ:sg of Units ' Years of Operation Size or Capacity
(indicate active or closed)
X Storage in Tarks or TS5aw oy
Cmta:.ners 7
Incinerator
Tandfill
- X - surface Inpoundment. .. . = &<7fed o
X _ Waste Pile Jir AT e ¢ )

Land Treatment o e :

7. Interim Status or Permitted Hazardous Waste Process(es) and Capacities of Each

Type of Process Years in Operation Capacity
f(7/7/u-: > /-“ FEper § /Y/;v 7e /?CF

¢

;

B. Permit Application Status: R
Initial Part B Sutmission Date: ~ * ' . . e
Caomleted Application Submission Date:
Notice of Deficiency Date{s):




g, Identification of Hazardous Waste Generated, Treated, Stored or
Disposed at the Facility:

Type of Waste Quantity Generated, Treated, Stored or Disposed
(note appropriate categories)
“eein ,V/._,yr\ ..(' s 55”(&1@?'{({ et Tl
N
fo-
10. Date Questionaire Re Solid Waste Management Units sent out 3':/-‘-'/-' ';
11. Date response to Questicnaire received 7, /72 — os 5707
/ E,

12. ReView of Response indicates: {check one)

. V/ Solid Waste Management Units exist {other than previously
7 identified RCRA units)

No Solid Waste Management Units exist (other than previously
idermtified RCRA units)

It is unclear from review of questionaire whether or not
_any solid Waste Managenent Umt.a em.st

[P

Respondent 1rxis.cates that does not know if amy Solid Vaste
Management Units exist

&

13. If the response to question 12 is that Sol:Ld Waste Management Units ex:l.st.
than check cne of the following: :

/ Releases of hazardous waste or constituvents have occurred or
are thought to have occurred

Releases of hazardous waste or constituents have not occurred

It is not known whether a release of hazardous waste or
constituvents has occurred
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14. Description

of All Available Monitoring Pata for Facility:

Summary of Results or

Type of Data Date Author
Ao A/ZLEY e

Conclusiens

—
Teo.

N

e e ff Foe P O meve o
/ = ,//f.:- "/ \\?' ‘: 7 .}\J" A ‘(‘ﬁ — &Lt r,:F"‘(_,’,‘ H'\” ¢ /{ »g - e
r.." et pioes S F L iNa ot v A
= o e L
/((’ JO 0 EE z—’ff PRy P N
/ _ /

:

15. Description of Enforcement Status:

Type of Action Date

Local, State or Federal

Result or Status

/75 Lo

/ . -
s e ot
A /”“

16. Description of Any Complaints from Public:

Source of Camlaint Date Recipient.

e

. -
I - e

Subject and Respns;

. o

/) = J/Z

T TRV RS T T SMEERNSe ST TR & 7 T

La:ooo o



17. Description of All Inspection Reports for Facility:

Date of Inspection Inspector {Local,State,

Conclusionas or Coments

o cei . .. .- Federal}
v T T ' LEMA G aTraer e
4 . . )
o . Y FEpm trpdamarc™ = o @y e teto e
s .
b g y. e s
s o freil e ey
T T v .
? _ r’f_ - ( “ ﬁ/’f/"" B o b"""— ---/:‘TJ’(-J,. /_:_1'.1’—/ ¢
: . [ #
1

18. DUring inspection of this facility did the inspector note any evidence of past
disposal practices not currently requlated under RCRA such as piles of waste

or rubbish, ponds or surface impoundments that might contain waste or
active or inactive landfills?

(// Yes = give date if inspection and describe observation
ﬁﬂ/?’( ﬁ‘-{(‘;;‘\/ /ér;_;’l?’-'.".ﬂ/ f/PO/HL :)/’1!,‘-;

I

s 4
/‘90 cwesi of Prezese™ Lavpses, ﬁ’i“.‘.“f‘:"-"
/ 4 7

oéj(ye’mo-’ NerPx e F fr‘fff/é’7'
OF Feee ey

L]
-.4- . o
—

J— . I
‘{A".’g;‘-‘:. o & S J,a{(

Don't know

19. Do inspection reports indicate observations of discolored soils or dead vegeta-

tion that might be caused by a spill, discharge or disposal of hazardous wastes
or constituents?

1/ Yes - indicate date of report and describe cbservations

- ;o L .
/ EEE el f‘/'f("/ S o YA T
i‘ .
Mp 3 / PR -T P /{n ey .f -;“‘ o ‘n—" . . "
. —
No € 4 ;,// / . Algs Aewd 4 S 0
Don't know f:vﬂ(\‘ ﬂf /(‘qf’ ' _T,C«:?\Z'c‘ T
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20. Do inspection repx:r"ts indicate the presence of any tanks at the facility
which are located below grade and could possibly leak without being
noticed by visual observation?

Yes = date of inspection and describe information in report

L// No
.Dﬁn't know
21. Does a groundwater monitoring system exist at the facility? g
%

22. If answer to question 18 is yes, is the groumdwater system capable of monitorirx
koth regqulated RCRA um.ts and other Solid Waste Management Units? o 7.

-~  Bxplain- 47 / P // i s 7
C é’/? / e T Jede ;/,5_,3,_,‘4/ 5’/4 /JU'_.'

U/_/?d ‘p\‘r‘r‘( )1//..9 .o M—f—«ﬁkﬂ "’}f/f /J"/
V4 /

23. Is the groundwater nm:.torlng systen in compliance with appls,ca'ble H‘.“RA
‘ groundwater monitoring standards? .+, - Sce

,{.:’,fvgz\ o -;' B R

If no, explain deficiency &}////‘/ e sa N - P
.‘/f""'r‘" fa”L///’{_} /5,4-_/( [,&ﬂ A/// —

24. Decribe all information on facility subsurface geology or hydrogeology

available.
Type of Information  Author Date Surmmary of Conclusions
\_",__ {". r ,/;‘:""' - -’ /W_J/M;O //A o /ﬁ 2z {?\, 17V '!.r',: ™
P e ‘/a l r\ r/’,-’. - /—7/» I3 4 ’ ‘ .

7 ; P
N -
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25. Did the facility submit a 103{c} notification pursuant to CERCLA?

|—"Yes pate of Hotification

o

26. 1f answer to 22 is yes, briefly summarize content of that notification.
{waste managerent units identified, type of waste concerned)

1

27. Has a CERCLA Preliminary Assessment/Site Investigation (PA/SI) been campleted
for this facility?

v Yes  Tuly /P65

No

-

28. If answer to question 27 is yes, briefly describe conclusions of the PA/SI

focusing .on types of envirommental contamination found, wastes and sources
of contamination.

29. If available, having reviewed the CERCIA notification, RCRA Part A and RCRA
Part B, it appears that:

RCRA and CERCIA units are same at this facility

RCRA and CERCIA units are clearly different units

There is an overlap between the RCRA and CERCIA units
( same are the same, same are different)

30. The facility is on the National Priorities List or a proposed update of the List

Yes - indicate NPL or update

v %




31. Description of Any Past Releases or Envirommental Contamination:

Type/Source of Release

Late

Material Released Quantity Response
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32. Identification of Reports or Documentation Concerning Each Release
Described in Item 14.

Title/Type of Report

Date

Ruthor

-

33. nghllght any information gaps in the file « describe any plans ¢o obt.am

add:.tlonal needed 1nformatn.on.

-~ iy T

R P

P ST

L

Recipients Contents

—
-

Sogahot

.
7

A

Recammendation for Regional Approach to the Facllity: Rark in order of
appropriateness for this Facility one through seven

Permit Compliance Schedule

Corrective Action Order {may include compliance schedule)

Other Administrative Enforcement

Judicial Enforcement

Referral to CERCLA for Federally Financed or Enforcement Activity

Voluntary/Negotiated Action

State Action

Yl
e



Brief narrative in explanation of selection of rarking:

If Permit Alternative is Selected: Projected Schedule

Date of Part B Submission: 7./, 22 /2K
I

Date of Campleteness Check:

Date for Additional Submissions (if required):

Date of Camletion of Technical Review:

Completion of Draft Permit/Permit Denial:

Public Notice for Permit Decision:

Date of Hearing (if appropriate):

Date for Final Permit or Denial Issuance:

Description of any corrective action provisions to be included in permit -

I1f Corrective Action Order Alternative is Selected:

Estimated Date for Order Issuance:

Description of Provisions of the Order to be Campleted by
Facility:

Description of Campliance Schedule to be Contained in Order:




1f Other Administrative Enforcement Action is Selected:

Projected Date for Issuance of the Order:

Description of Provisions of the Order:

1f Judicial Enforcerent Altermative Selected:

Date of Referral to Office of Regional Counsel:

1f Referral to CERCLA for Action Selected:

Date of Referral to CERCLA Sections:

If Voluntary/Negotiated Action Alternmative if Selected:

Date of Initial Contact with Facility:

. Description of Goals of Contact or Discussions with
Facility:

Date for Termination of Discussions if Wot Successful:

Date of Finalization of Settlement if Negotiation Successful:

1f State Action Alternative is Selected:

mte for Referral to State:

Froe Centit




LELCY

/b

FEFA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITETNSPECTION REPORT
PART Y- SITELOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION

LIDERTIFICATION

0t 5147

!

07 SNL WURBLA

Doqg9i24299

§l. SITE NARE &ID LDCATIOR

DY SNL WAME {ieps! Comman o Bearrgrler Aems o sds)

5‘7&1/1/&\/ Werks S“I'Omlb{ﬂrwl hlU?QIOM

07 STREET. RUOUTL NO |, OR SPECHIC LOCATION iDENTITIER

HzS Fronk Street

O3 CITY

Fowlervill

M

0 STATE

0L 2P CODE

48836

Ve COUNTY

07(:0 '1\ ub LOJG

q 3 057

o8 COORIMWATES
LA1IUD,

1z 35% 50 |0z 4%

L OnGUDE

Y50

VO TYPE OF Oveldt AEHIF (Cemes paoy
VA PRIVATE DB FEDERAL
OF OTHER

Livinesdon

'DIC SIATE DD COUNTY

0 G UNHHDWN

O£ wuUraSIPAL

NI BESPECTION 1HFORIMATION

5’_1_ g 8-% EORCTIVE

e C e lTive

LORT R DAY YE AR

D1 DAYE OF IWLPECTION ] 075110 S1A1US

3 YL &5 OF OPLRLHON

BL Gy

S+ YLAR

SOy fresedd

llJ' VG YL AR

UM N DA

DL e QERLY PLHEOHIAMG BISPECTION (Cowis atirs! soply) e
DA EPA XS B EPA CONTRACIOR E"-lej "”EW“?JV*}LE'_df_ O C MUNCIFAL [ DL AUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR _
4 s e of fimny) Ften 5ot D form)
D E STAE [JF.STAIE CONTRACIOR D G OTHER —
fiva =t 6! e ) [ ) N P
0L CH.EF INSPeCI0R Ok THLE 07F ORLCAMIZATIDN OB ITLL#AZE WD
' + (32 {ha-G408
WMarmarst Burve thocv o cre - 7445 |
08 Cim RISTECTIORS 10 TITLE 1Y OSOAMIZATION 1."IEL“"r-‘D JE RD

Torm Pochowicz

Earth Scxed (St

¢ +§

Bz 1 (63-94(S]

—_—— e e WL —]

Sod ——
TOIELLFrTNE D

1z 51 FiFRe SENTATIL S 32 AvE WED ZTTLE NSroDRLEE
”::; d— o Zs Fl"ﬂ«.; STrP,a- =-

[V[ ke, M - '_ ﬁg\w %wamxlte Mi‘fS%BCD SR Z{'_ 1S4
Chio€ 1309 Cbr—s:-w\ c . &1

be fia /"m"\“ _ Chemist N & Brifun, Ct. 06053 e et

HZS- ek Si’re.-zr
B-gisd
Rﬁ"’“ ?LJac ChensisT Fowlerville, MT. ©ESHL (57 12227
| { )

TETAT Q7 ST CHION

TEWEATRER CONDITIONS

Lo ® Cloudsy jdrizzle

CLTION AVAILASLE FROM

US% Eu%\l‘ CAeIvE I

LA S
-C_'I Conialy - G2 OF tepeniy e aiman) M
—_—
o Jozif ?@5,% v Us.EPr
e A S e T 2 Lo CroeziTion 53 11‘['7—«:7_-35_ i

T3IbIEF R > T RD

(zi2 )ng -0253




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I DENTIFICATION

%EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT S i SV e
- PART 2-WASTE IINFORNATION Ml M

L WASTE STATES, DUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS ‘?m&gjjﬂﬁe Q toi'ﬁtf; . Equ' Quan‘h']‘ms quinm

01 PHYSIDAL STATES (Checs #7108 60pip) 02 ¥WASTE QUAKNTITY AT SITE DAVESIE CHARACTERISVICS (Crres s anarenply) |
feersial O wadle Dosnifha) \é

r weepende TORG DE S0LUBLE D1 HIGHLY YOLATLE
D4 SOLID 0 E SLURRY nussl L 0 LELTH A
O & POWDER FINES  &F. LIOUID 10NS Z_ S707T T%/ B CURAOSIVE L F wfECTIOUS [1J ExPLOSIVE
B C SLUDGE DG GAS D HEDIDACTIVE O G FLAMILELE [ K RLACTIVE

CUBIC YARDS B D TIRBISILNT C = G ABLE [ L INCOMPATBRLE
T w 101 APPIICABLE
ODOMHER
{Soechy} NO. OF DEUMSE

I WASTE TYPE

CLTEGORY SUBSTENCE teAME 01 GROSS AMDUNT |02 U OF 4 s tURL| 03 COVINTS
Sty SLUDGE . oo 7y Foob- UJwTﬁJmimmdempﬁm
OLw OIiLY WASTE
soL 5DLVENTS . (oo T/‘/ Foor- 50&&- < _'(J *-d@-gmﬂ
PSD N PESVICIDES b ﬁ rao &\10“5 koW ¢ gdroP 3’_;3
oce OTHER CRG LW CHELAICALS
100 BeORGANIC CHEMICALS
#CO_ |- AEDS * Neoo 4/ WEM@L@&M@QMEM;__
BAS BASES 0 /
LES HIAVY METALS « 22 (70 -T]s/ 74.‘,_093 C“ﬂ' ~ 5 j Ji&l%
VLHLZASDOUS SUBSTANCES r5re £1 e95 Jus mzzi heduentiy cned C45 humters) wd‘lbh& Tﬂ)'\-'-- ‘[,\Q,d“i'CJP&J. “‘\—3
Ut CETEGOAY = (2 SUESTANTE NLME 03 CAS NUWBER (4 ST0RLGE/NSPOSAL METHOD crconciniaation |1 R OF

.
ELEN‘

V.FEERSTOUKS 15er tone-u tor CAE Liomlers)

Calt GORY 01 FEEDS10UH NAKE 02 CAS NLMISE CRitGORY T CY FEEDSTOOR WEME
FDS FOS
) FOS DS | o ]
T ios | FOS N ”T:
~ fos ¥ ] FDS T B

VE SOURCES OF NI OBLATION rovrcnezri st rnier, e p . oriase fors e—cie ane’prn 0N}

ReRA Peprait APP!IWI\V\- EPA Furne 357c -1 {6-82)

Owsit iwspection Wileriew wi. sife 6Micid - Mile Shek - on S- 298
Ls.efR Begion ™ Eiles !

N

CFaflmur 207001247 BY) -




A POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE LIDENHIFICATION
N —_PA - SITE INSPECTION REPORT 01 SIATE) Q2 SN Wumet!,
b PART 3- DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS i 1Doqqiz4z99

1. B&RZARDOUS CORDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 E & GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION [9 (04 ROBSEHVED {DATE- 1974 ] B POTENTIAL D ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED, _ !] 5__9__ 04 INARRATIVE DESCHIPTION
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M/A _
03 [JE. DRECT CORTACT 02 [ CESERVED (DATE: ___ ) T POTENTIAL C ELEGED
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February 3, 1984

Quarterly Results — October, 1983
Groundwater Quality Assessment Program
Stanley Tools

Fowlerville, Michigan

Table: ) 1. Monitor/Observation Well Information

—

Appendices: A. Field Methodology

B. Analytical Report

C. Statistical Analysis
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- INTRODUCTION

On August 16, 1983 a Groundwater Quality Assessment Program

was prepared in accordance with CFR 40, Subpart F, paragraph'

265.93 (d) (2) for the Stanley Tooi facilities located in
Fowlerville, Michigan. Results from the first year quarﬁerly
sampling program indicated the occurrence of groundwater con-
tamination in the three down-gradient monitor wells. Specifi-
cally, Well #5 showed significant groundwater contamination
for both the (pH| and total organic halogens - chloride
parameters, Well #l10 for pH and Well ﬁ}?'for total organic
carbon and pH. The water quality'results and the Groundwater

Quality Assessment Plan were submitted to the EPA Regional

-

Administrator.

The Groundwater Quality Assessment Plan made recommendations
as to modifications in sampling procedures, proposing the
adaitioh of one up-gradient well and three doWn—gradient wells
to subplement the existing wells. In addition, two sampling

locations were established upstream and downstream on the

‘adjacent Red Cedar River so as to monitor any water guality

impact on the river. A staff gauge was also installed within

the river in order to assess influent or effluent conditions

between the monitored aguifer and the river.

It was proposed to monitor all eight wells plus the two river

stations on a quarterly basis for the Indicator parameters

b e A i N T D e R B i X AR T I A R SR o
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which include pH, TOH, TOC and Specific Conductance. To date

all of the recommendations of the Groundwater Quality Assess-

ment Plant have been implemented.

The first set of quarterly samples were collected in October,
1883 by Environmental Research Grdup (ERG) of rAnn Arbor,
Michigan. The sampling procedures and an account of events
are contained in Appendix A. Appendix B presents the analy-
tical results £for the guarter as prepared by  ERG. The
statistical analyses of the first quafter results wére pre-—
pared by Keck Consulting Sefvices, Inc. and are _shown in
Appendix C.  Table 1 lists groundwater elevations at the time

of sampling. No sample was collected from OW-2s as it was

found to be clogged. This well has since been repaired.

DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

Appendix C contains the results of the statistical analyses of
the guarterly water gquality samples. Regarding the pH para-

meter Wells 1, 5, 9 and 10 all show a significant increase

when compared to the first year's resul S from MW-7, the Lp—

y ; Sttty b P il sl
gradient well. <3alls 11 and 12ﬁxon the other hand both show

SRR o A

a significant decrease. Note that the pH values vary from a
high of 9.40 recorded at MW-1, a new up-gradient well, down to
7.40 at both MW-11 and MW-12 with MW-11 being a newly added

down-gradient well. The river exhibited a pH of 8.10 at both

sampling locations.



These results give'fhe impression that groundwater contami-

nation is occurring. However, an alternative conclusion is

Qo —
o A 3!
that the samples are derived from groundwater having very d '

different histories in terms of source and travel path to the
wells. Well 7, for example, is our up-gradient well to which
all other wells are to be compared and displays an average pH
of about 8.17. Yet Well 7 is installed within less permeable
soils than the other wells. MNote also, from Table 1, that
wells 11 and 12 displéyed static water levels that were below
the elevation of theé adjacent Red Cedar River. This implies
that these wells were being recharged, at least partially,
from the river at the time of sampling. The resulting water
qualié; results are likely to defict a mixture of river water
and groundwater quality. We would conclude that the pH
3 parameter is telling us wvery 1little about degradation of

= A, Coag
groundwater. e ?

In any event, our primary concern is for protection of the
quality of the water in the Red Cedar River since we have
. shown that flow from the monitored aquifer discharges into the
Red Cedar on-site. Thus, no private or ppblic wells could
possibly intercept the groundwater prior to its reaching thg
river. The water quality results from both upstream and
downstream sources within the Red Cedar show no evidence of

contamination based upon the pH values or any other parameter.

<, 17N

v wenk be. & aa HM&MWW@Mg Stﬂ;dﬂﬁL

CHAE S e @,

THagimer

: I S Y AT T
S T e e L TP T T T T S T T RS T T 38 A YL PR 0 P TO T RO0 .
o L T Ch S T iy o o] S T2 R PR . "



The tests for speéific conductance indicate no contamination
of groundwater. The same holds true for both total organic
iodine and bromide. Of the remaining parameters tested Well
12 shows an increase of total organic carbon, as it did last
year, and Well 5 shéws an increase of total organic cﬁloride,
again, as demonstrated previouslf. None of the Red Cedar
River samples show significant increases or decreases for any

of the tested parameters.

¥We would conclude that, other than for the pH parameter for
which a number of alternative explanations arise, there is
very little indication of any significant groundwater contami-
‘ \‘ﬁ_.-em. ’

nation. — The Red Cedar River into which the groundwater dis-

charges shows no evidence of contamination emanating from the

Stanley tools site. anm

It is our recommendation to continue the gquarterly sampling

and testing for the indicator parameters on a guarterly basis.

These results will be evaluated and summarized in the next

guarterly report.

Should questions or comments arise, please contact our office.-

Respectfully submitted,

KECK CONSULTING SERVI?ES, INC.

\Nj/ {

Ughat™ ~ 27 Efg gty N

_igpwﬂd/Qf ’ffyébaz‘ém“kﬂ
George Henry, Jr. -/ Y

Certified Professional Geologist
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T H E S T A N L EY W O R K S
Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

(203) 225-5111
May 24, 1985

Mr. Richard Traub

EPA Region V

RCRA Activities

P.O. Box A3587 Y 22 1985
Chicago, Illinois 60690 R

Dear Mr. Traub:

Enclosed please find the potential release information as
promised in my May 13,1985 letter. If you need additional

information , please let me know.

Si cerely yours,

\4?{/11{1 /);y/]%ZQQRZFz&ez

ia M. Christensen

\D Ff{ E\AW ‘a {J Chief Chemist - Environmental
T Science

WMD-RAIU
EPA, REGION Vv



CERTIFICATI ' REGARDING POTENTIAL RELEASES FPOM
S .iD WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS

FACILITY NAME: Stanley Tools
EPA 1.D. NUMBER: MID 099 124 299
LOCATION CITY: Fowlerville

STATE: Michigan

1. Are there any of the following solfd waste management units (existing or
closed) at your facility? NOTE - DO NOT INCLUDE HAZARDOUS WASTES UNITS
CURRENTLY SHOWN IN YOUR PART 8 APPLICATION

Landfil
Surface Impoundment— —— — —- -
Land Farm '
Waste Pile_ _ S —
Incinerator- - - - e B
Storage Tank (Above Ground)--— --
Storage Tank (Underground)
Container Storage Area-
Injection Wells
Wastewater Treatment Unfts- — - -
Transfer Stations
Waste Recycling Operations------
Waste Treatment, Detox{fication
Other

K B
T B

2. 1f there are “Yes" answers to any of the items in Number 1 above, please
provide a description of the wastes that were stored, treated or disposed
of in each unit. 1In particular, please focus on whether or not the wastes
would be considered as hazardous wastes or hazardous constituents under
RCRA. Also include any available data on quantities or volume of wastes
disposed on and the dates of disposal, Please also provide a description
of each unit and include capacity, dimensions, location at facility, provide
a site plan 1f avaliable.

PLEASE SEE ATTACHMENT A AND B.

NOTE: Hazardous waste are those fdentified in 40 CFR 261. MHazardous consti-
tuents are those 1isted in Appendix VIII Of 40 CFR Part 261.

COPRY 2



3.

SV T I TIUU Ty S

L] -2.

For the units noted in Number 1 above and also those hazardous wasteunits
in your Part B application, please describe for each unit any data avail-
able on. any prior or current releases of hazardous wastes or constftuents
to the environment that may have occurred in the part or still be occurring.

Please provide the following information

a. Date of release
b. Type of waste released .
c. Quantity or volume of waste released

d. Describe nature of release (f.e., spill, overflow, ruptured pipe
or tank, etc.)

To our knowledge, we have no documented releases from

any of the identified solid waste units identified in

Number 1. However, analytical data is provided in Question 4

for areas of possible contamination.

In regard to the prior releases described in Number 3 above, please pravide
(for each unit) any analytical data that may be available which would des-
cribe the nature and extent of environmental contamination that exists as

a result of such releases, Please focus on concentrations of hazardous
wastes or constituents present {n contaminated sofl or groundwater.

SEE ATTACHMENT C

In accordance with applicable 40CFR reguirements, we

have previously supplied groundwater monitoring data to_vyour

/ ek "’!" it

department. If you need additional copies, please let me know.

1 certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were
preparad under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system
designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate
the information submitted, Based on my inquiry of the person or persons
who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering
the information, the submittal 1s, to the best of my knowledge and belief,
true, accurate, and complete. 1 am aware that there are significant penal-
ties for submitting false information, including the“possibility of fine
and imprisonment for knowing violations. (42 U.S.C. 6902 et seq. and 40
CFR 270.11(d))

Robert A. Mac lape Seccelery ond Posociate Gevera\ Guasel
"7@3 Name and 'Fitﬁ o -~’)’
- 7 - Z /f,

23 /S & Wil




ATTACHMENT B

Question 2.

Description of items in #1
Surface Impoundments

These areas are indicated on the attached site map
as A, B, C & D.

A/B, Tc the best of our knowledge, prior to 1969,
Hoover Universal (previous site owner) utilized
these settling ponds for the storage of a
Kerosene emulsion cleaner.

C/D. To the best of our knowledge, prior to 1969,
Hoover Universal (previous site owner) utilized
these settling ponds for the storage of treated
Metal finishing wastewater similar in character
to EPA Hazardous Waste F006.

Waste Piles

These areas are indicated on the attached site map
as Area 1 and 2.

1. To the best of our knowledge, this area received
material from surface impoundments A, B, C, and D
during 1969,

2. To the best of our knowledge, this area received
material from the existing four surface impound-
ments (indicated on site map as E,F,G,H) currently
covered on Part B.

Material solidified and chemically fixated by
Hoover Universal during the period 1971-1972,

Incinerator

This unit handles normal plant trash which includes paper,
cardboard and wood.

Storage Tank

One 7500 gallon tank (indicated on site map) used for
storage of Waste Water soluble synthetic o0il {glycol)
based fluid,

Container Storage Area

A 15 x 15 f£t. structure is utilized for container storage

for 55 gallon drums of either virgin material or hazardous
waste.



Wastewater Tratment System
Described in Attachment B

Waste Recycling Operations

2 Chromium Recovery System {Chrome-Napper) is located

internal to the plant and recycles chromium plating
solution to the manufacturing process.



ATTACHMENT B

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

STANLEY TOQOLS

DIVISION OF THE STANLEY WORKS
FOWLERVILLE, MICHIGAN
SEPTEMBER, 1584

REVISION NO. 1

The oxidation of cyanide occurs in three cyanide treatment tanks to
the west of the facility. These tanks are contiguous, above-ground,
fiberglass lined, open concrete block tanks operated in parallel.
Treatment is accomplished on a fill-and-draw basis. Caustic soda is
added for pH adijustment, sodium hypochlorite is added to oxidize the
cyanide, sodium bisulfite is added for treatment of residual
chlorine. Sodium hydrosulfite is added for reduction of chromium
calcium chloride, ferrous sulfate and aluminum sulfate are added for
treatment of copper and finally a polyelectrolyte is added to aid
precipitation of metal hydroxides. Sodium hypochlorite is added
from a welded steel tank supported above the first of the tanks.

After treatment, the wastewater is pumped to the clarifier.

The clarifier is a circular steel plate tank. Lime, caustic soda,
and a polyelectrolyte are added to the incoming wastewater in a
primary mixing chamber at the center of the clarifier. Overflow
from the clarifier drains to the neutralization basin. Underflow

drains to a siudge sump, and is pumped to surface impoundment #1.

The neutralization basin is a small below-ground concrete tank.
This basin receives wastewater from the clarifier and the
neutralization sump. Sodium hydrosulfite, sodium hydroxide and
polymers are added as necessary for pH adjustment and to improve the
settling characteristics of the wastewater. The wastewater from the

neutralization basin drains by gravity to surface impoundment #3.

The sludge sump is located adjacent to the neutralization basin and
is a below-ground concrete tank. Sludge is pumped from the sump to
surface impoundment #1 by a level-activated pump. No treatment is
provided in the sump.
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T H OE

E T A N L EY WOREK

Bince 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

{2¢3) 22b-5111

February 11, 1985
Stanley Tools - Fowlerville Plant
S0il Borings - January 12, 1885
Swanson Environmental
EP Toxicity
Depth PCB's mg/1 Kerosene

Boring No. ft. ppm Cr Cu Zn Ni mg/kg
9 0 -1 <1 <0.05 0.08 3.32 0.22 <80
1 -4 10 <0.05 0.8 33.984 1.03 75

4 - 6 <1 <0.05 0.06 1.18 0.16 <50

10 0 -1 1.7 <0.035 1.23 21.38 0.64 60
1 -3 6.9 <0.05 1.49 109.2 1.77 58

3 -5 <1 <0.05 0.05 1.6 0.12 <50

5 -7 <D.05 0.09 0.45 0.12 54

7 - 8.5 <0.05 0.06 0.1 0.15 <50

11 0 - 2 1.3 <0.05 0.08 19.94 0.11 <50
2 - 4 <1 «0.05 0.05 19.3 0.3 <50

12 0 - 2 <1 <0, 05 0.28 26.84 0.24 8%
2 - 4 <1 <0.05 <0.02 6.52 0.08 G40

4 - 6 <1 <0.05 0.24 25.9 .31 260

6 - 8 <1 <0.05 6.03 0.56 0.14 <50

8 - 9.5 <1 <0.05 6.07 0.11 0.17 <50
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T H E S T A N L EY W ORKS

Since 1843

NEW BRITAIN, CONNECTICUT 06050

eﬁ%E@EﬂWE{@

MAY 14 1985

(203) 225-5111

May 13, 1985

SWB-AS
0.5. EPA, REGION ¥

Mr. Richard Traub

EPA Region V

RCRA Activities

P.O. Box A3587

Chicago, Illinois 60690

Dear Mr. Traub:

Enclosed please find the potential release form for Stanley
Tools, Fowlerville, Mi., (EPA ID #MID 099 124 299).

As we discussed I ha?e completed the checklist. The remainder
of the form will be submitted by May 24, 1985. This will allow

us adequate review time for preparation of the material. Thank
you for the extension.

Sincerely yours,

@é/&& 19 Clreilinney

as Delia M. Christensen
Chief Chemist-Environmental Science
The Stanley Works
Stanley Laboratory
1309 Corbin Avenue
New Britain, Connecticut 06053



